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Thank you for the opportunity for the California Department or’Food a~d Agriculture to
participate on the l~rogr-dn Coordination Team, It will allow valuable input at {tie
Agency level ~ express the views of th~ largest landowner and water 1~,, ~e~tor
California. We are also participating on the BDAC Watzr Use EfficiencY working
group, taxd pl~u on att~ndin$ flzo Aszur~tttc;e wurki~zg group meetings as well.

Thank you for the opportunity to commeat or, the ~tune 5, 1996 drag-t of the Alternatives
and Componea~tg ot’.4.1teraatives documents (*&e Pha~e I! Alternatives package). We
would like to alert you to potcr~tial eonoe~ in ~ese dra~ before they ar.e released at the
7th CALFED Workshop on Jtme 25t.h, and the attly 19th- BDAC meeting,.

We still have substantial concerns with the Water Use E~cleney Measures sectio~
d_raft. The Imple~eatation.M~th0ds section targ~ 200,000 to 400:000 AIr of reduce.,d

demand ~om’implementing Efficient Water Maaage~ent Practices, while the Teraporm’y __~
aad Loag-Term Land Conve~ion targets reduced demand of 1 to 2 MAF. These targets
should notbe expllc~y defined numerically at. t.~i.� time. Rather, ~hese.. ~’ttategie.m ~hodd
be analyzed in the EIR/EIS t’rom which targets may be established, From that

¯ ’ methods, costs and bei~elit~ tam be pre~nted. CALFBD should aelmowledge and
,̄ incorporate the work of the .ad33616 process concerning agricultural efficient water
m~agement practices.

Upwards of 50,000 aems of agricultural land is targeted for cony. ersioa to wetlands for
w=ter quality improvements and for other eCOsystem restoration strategies. This is of
great concern to the agricultural landowners a~ to how these act~om will be ~mplemen~ed.

We ~a’ongly. suggest that a" fourth, Isolated Convey~aaee Alternative ~:. prc~cnted and fully
~alyz~d in the EIWEIS. This alternative shoald present a range of capacity with an
upper botm_d oi"20,000 cfs. It should also evaluate ditt’erem discharge points, both into
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and b~low ~hc Delta, It ~hould al~o c-¢aluate several intake Sccmm-ios, and
coordinated use with existihg or improved in=Delta conveyauce.

Fin~Jly, the D~I Delta Conveymnce Alternative should be expanded to inc!ude
bound of 20,000 cfs for the isolated conveyance portion of the altemati~,e.

It is our impression that the CALFED process is losing sight of one of its key problem
areas; that of water supply reliability, a~ these conveyance and storage alternatives are
presented. We realize that any new facilities will b~ used to improve water qualiw, and
the ecosystem. However, we must not forget that new faoilities will be paid forby the
water users, who deserve and expe~t a more reliable water supply.
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